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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This communication is responsive to the Request for Continued Examination and 
Amendment C, filed 19 April 2004. 

2. Claims 1 , 2, 4-1 0, 1 2-1 8 and 20-29 are pending in this application. Claims 1 , 9, 
17 and 25 are independent claims. In Amendment C, claims 25-29 were added and 
claims 1 , 9 and 17 were amended. This action is non-final. 



The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-10, 12-18 and 20-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,101,506 to Ukai et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,238,106 to Rosati. 

Referring to claim 1 , Ukai discloses a system and method for organizing a 
plurality of objects as claimed. See Figures 1-10 and the corresponding portions of 
Ukai's specification for this disclosure (Refer also to Ukai's claims 1 -5). In particular, 
Ukai teaches a method of organizing a plurality of objects [files], comprising the steps 
of: 

receiving user selections of multiple objects [files: See Figures 8-10] from the 
plurality of objects [Also see column 2, lines 9-55]; 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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creating [See Figures 8-10] a group [file-case: 'file group' or 'group of files'] from 
the multiple objects [Also see column 2, lines 9-55]; 

automatically determining the last selected object [most recently 
accessed/selected file] of the group, the last selected object being the object of the 
group that was selected by a user last [most recently]; 

designating [Step 1055 (See column 8, lines 11-29; column 2, line 21 - column 3, 
line 8; and column 23, lines 24-38)] the first selected object [any selected object may be 
designated, wherein 'any selected object' includes the first selected object (example: 
Hitachi Catalog Vol. 5)] as a representative [representative image (116) on file-case 
door (113)] of the group [example: Hitachi Catalog]; and 

displaying [See Figures 1-2, 7 and 9] the representative of the group. 

Ukai does not explicitly disclose the automatic determination of the first selected 
object and the designation thereof as the representative of the group. However, Ukai's 
system does automatically determine the last [latest] selected object [the file that was 
most recently selected/accessed by the user] and designate this object as the 
representative of the group. See column 2, line 56 et seq. for this disclosure. Thus, 
Ukai's system does take into account the order of selection in the designation of the 
representative object, providing suggestion for automatically determining the first 
selected object. Further, Ukai teaches that any of the selected objects could be 
designated as the representative of the group. This not only provides suggestion for 
modifying Ukai's representative selection in different manners as a matter of design 
choice, but also gives explicit disclosure for "designating the first selected object as a 
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representative of the group" because the 'first selected object' is a member of the set of 
'any of the selected objects' which can be designated as the representative. 

Rosati discloses a system and method similar to that of Ukai, wherein selected 
objects [operating parameter display objects for a motor system] are grouped and 
displayed by a representative. See Figures 8-9 and the corresponding portions of 
Rosati's specification for this disclosure. Specifically, Rosati's system automatically 
determines the first selected object of the group, the first selected object being the 
object of the group that was selected by a user first; and designates the first selected 
object as the first displayed representative of the group. See column 7, line 5 - column 
8, line 29 of Rosati's specification for this disclosure. Rosati's motivation for designating 
the first selected object as the first displayed representative of the group is the likelihood 
that the object selected first by the user is the object that is most important or relevant to 
the user. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement Rosati's automatic determination of the first selected 
object of the group into the system and method of Ukai, so as to automatically 
determine the first selected object and designate this object as the representative of the 
group. One would have been motivated to do so because of the suggestion provided by 
Ukai in using order of selection and allowing any object to be designated, and further 
because of Rosati's suggestion that the object selected first is likely the most important 
or relevant to the user in terms of the entire group. 
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Referring to claim 2, the system and method of Ukai in view of Rosati as applied 
to claim 1 discloses the method as claimed. See Ukai's Background and Summary of 
the Invention sections, as well as Figures 1-4 and the corresponding portions of Ukai's 
specification for this disclosure. In the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim, 
Ukai (as modified by Rosati) teaches that "an object [a particular photograph (file) for 
example (See column 1 , lines 36-46)] may be part of more than one group [may be in 
both a catalog and an album, or even in two different catalogs for example (See Figures 
1-4)]" as claimed. In a more specific interpretation of the claim, Ukai (as modified by 
Rosati) teaches that "an object [Hitachi Catalog Vol. 3] may be part of [linked into (35)] 
more than one group [Hitachi Catalog and Hitachi Catalog 2]" as claimed. See Figure 4 
and the corresponding portion of Ukai's specification for this disclosure. Regardless of 
which interpretation is taken, Ukai v. Rosati discloses the invention as claimed. 

Referring to claim 4, the system and method of Ukai in view of Rosati discloses 
the method as claimed. See Figures 1-2, 7 & 9 and the corresponding portions of 
Ukai's specification for this disclosure. Ukai's (as modified by Rosati) step of displaying 
the representative of the group "further includes not displaying the other objects of the 
group [See Figures 1 & 2: only the representative image 1 16 is displayed for each group 
1 12], and indicating [by file-case knob (114)] that the object being displayed is a 
representative of the group [See Figures 1 & 7]" as claimed. 

Referring to claim 5, the system and method of Ukai in view of Rosati discloses 
the method as claimed. See Figure 10 and the corresponding portion of Ukai's 
specification for this disclosure. Ukai's (as modified by Rosati) method further includes 
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the steps of: "detecting [Step 1010] an additional object [newer version of a file]; and, 
adding [Steps 1015-1070 (remainder of method 1000)] the additional object to the 
group, responsive to the detecting step" as claimed. 

Referring to claim 6, the system and method of Ukai in view of Rosati discloses 
the method as claimed. See Figures 1 & 7 and the corresponding portions of Ukai's 
specification for this disclosure. In particular, Ukai (as modified by Rosati) teaches that 
"the objects of the group may be viewed [Figures 7B & 7C] by selecting the 
representative [Figure 7A]" as claimed. 

Referring to claim 7, the system and method of Ukai in view of Rosati discloses 
the method exactly as claimed. See Figures 10, 15 & 17-18 and the corresponding 
portions of Ukai's specification for this disclosure. Refer specifically to the final step of 
Ukai's claim 1 where Ukai (as modified by Rosati) teaches that "the representative of 
the group may be changed ['when the file group is updated, changing and displaying 
said representative image']" as claimed. 

Referring to claim 8, the system and method of Ukai in view of Rosati discloses 
the method as claimed. See Figures 20-21 and the corresponding portions of Ukai's 
specification for this disclosure. In particular, Ukai (as modified by Rosati) teaches the 
method of claim 1 , as above, "wherein the objects of the group will be treated as a 
single object [representative file (e.g. Hitachi Catalog Vol. 5)] such that when a search is 
performed on the plurality of objects [Search Range: All Files] the representative will be 
returned [See Figure 21] if any of the objects of the group meet a search parameter 
[e.g. File Name (including) Catalog]" as claimed. 
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Claim 9 is rejected on the same basis as claim 1 above. In particular, Ukai (as 
modified by Rosati) teaches "an article of manufacture [computer system of Fig. 1] 
including an information storage medium [Main Storage 50] wherein is stored 
information for programming a computer [Rack Managing Program 500] to perform a 
method of organizing a plurality of objects, the method comprising the steps of... [See 
claim 1 above]" as claimed. 

Claim 1 0 is rejected on the same basis as claim 2 above, in light of the basis for 
claim 9. See the discussions regarding claims 2 and 9 above for the details of this 
disclosure. 

Claims 12-14 are rejected on the same basis as claims 4-6 respectively, in light 
of the basis for claim 9 above. See the discussions regarding claims 4-6 and 9 above 
for the details of this disclosure. 

Claim 1 5 is rejected on the same basis as claim 8 above, in light of the basis for 
claim 9. See the discussions regarding claims 8 and 9 above for the details of this 
disclosure. 

Claim 16 is rejected on the same basis as claim 7 above, in light of the basis for 
claim 9. See the discussions regarding claims 7 and 9 above for the details of this 
disclosure. 

Claim 17 is rejected on the same basis as claim 1 above. In particular, Ukai (as 
modified by Rosati) teaches "an apparatus [See Fig. 1] for organizing a plurality of 
objects, comprising: 

a processor [CPU 10]; 
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a display device [Display Unit 100] in communication with the processor; and, 
a processor readable storage medium [Main Storage 50] in communication with 

the processor, containing process readable program code [Rack Managing Program 

500] for programming the apparatus to perform... [See claim 1 above]" as claimed. 

Claim 18 is rejected on the same basis as claim 2 above, in light of the basis for 

claim 17. See the discussions regarding claims 2 and 17 above for the details of this 

disclosure. 

Claims 20-22 are rejected on the same basis as claims 4-6 respectively, in light 
of the basis for claim 17 above. See the discussions regarding claims 4-6 and 17 for 
the details of this disclosure. 

Claim 23 is rejected on the same basis as claim 8 above, in light of the basis for 
claim 17. See the discussions regarding claims 8 and 17 above for the details of this 
disclosure. 

Claim 24 is rejected on the same basis as claim 7 above, in light of the basis for 
claim 17. See the discussions regarding claims 7 and 1 7 above for the details of this 
disclosure. 

Referring to claim 25, the system and method of Ukai in view of Rosati as applied 
to claim 1 above discloses the method of organizing a plurality of objects as claimed. 
See the discussion regarding claim 1 above, as well as Figures 2, 3 & 5-7 and the 
corresponding portions of Ukai's specification, for the details of this disclosure. Ukai (as 
modified by Rosati) teaches "a method of organizing a plurality of objects, comprising 
the steps of: 
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receiving... [See claim 1 above]; 
creating... [See claim 1 above]; 
automatically determining... [See claim 1 above]; 
designating... [See claim 1 above]; and 

displaying the representative of the group [See claim 1 above], wherein the 
display [Ukai: See Figs. 2 & 7] of the representative [Ukai: 116 (e.g. Hitachi Catalog Vol. 
5)] is such that it is expandable [Ukai: Steps 610-630 (also See transition from Fig. 7A 
to Fig. 7B or 7C) - expanded by clicking on the file case knob 1 14] to show all the 
members of the group [Ukai: 117 (See Figs. 7B & 7C)] or collapsible [Ukai: Step 640 
(See Figs. 2 & 7A) - the file case 1 12 is 'closed'] to show only the representative [Ukai: 
116 (See Fig. 7A)J" as claimed. 

Referring to claim 26, the system and method of Ukai in view of Rosati as applied 
to claim 25 above discloses the method of organizing a plurality of objects as claimed. 
See the discussions regarding claims 1 & 25 above, as well as Figures 2, 3 & 5-7 and 
the corresponding portions of Ukai's specification, for the details of this disclosure. Ukai 
(as modified by Rosati) teaches the method of claim 25, as above, wherein in the 
collapsed display [Ukai: See Figs. 2 & 7A] an indication [Ukai: 114 (also See Step 620)] 
of the expandibility is shown [Ukai: See Figs. 2 & 7A and Steps 610-620] as claimed. 

Claims 27-29 are rejected on the same basis as claims 6-8 respectively, in light 
of the basis for claim 25. See the discussions regarding claims 1 , 6-8 and 25 above for 
the details of this disclosure. 





Application/Control Number: 09/812,037 
Art Unit: 2171 



Page 10 



Response to Arguments 



4. Applicant's arguments filed 19 April 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Referring to applicants' remarks on page 7 regarding the Section 103 rejection of 
independent claims 1, 9 and 17: Applicants argued that Ukai and Rosati, if combined, 
do not indicate the step of "designating the first selected object as a representative of 
the group and displaying the representative of the group" by rehashing arguments 
previously presented. 

The examiner disagrees for substantially the same reasons as previously 
presented, and for the following additional reasons: Ukai clearly shows the designation 
of the 'last' selected object as a representative of the group and displaying the 
representative of the group as shown previously and repeated above. Ukai further 
shows that any of the selected objects forming a group can be designated as the 
representative of the group. Thus, whichever object should be designated 
representative out of the group of selected objects is nothing more than a matter of 
design choice. Furthermore, this disclosure is sufficient to explicitly teach the step of 
designating the first selected object as a representative of the group, because the first 
selected object is inherently a member of 'any of the selected objects forming the group' 
which can be designated as the representative. Therefore, Ukai explicitly teaches the 
claimed steps of "designating the first selected object as a representative of the group 
and displaying the representative of the group," contrary to applicants' assertions. 
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Rosati provides explicit functionality for automatically determining a first selected 
object of the group, the first selected object being the object of the group that was 
selected by a user first. Furthermore, Rosati shows that in selecting a plurality of 
objects, the object selected by a user first is likely considered the most 
important/pertinent/relevant object to that user, as compared to the other selected 
objects. Therefore, Rosati places that first selected object front-and-center to reflect 
this tendency. Given both references, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made would have been motivated by this disclosure in Rosati (as well as 
the suggestion provided by Ukai described above) to combine the references as shown 
previously and repeated above to obtain the invention as claimed. Finally, this 
combination would contain each and every claim limitation, contrary to applicants' 
assertions. 

Referring to applicants' remarks on page 7 regarding new independent claim 25: 
Applicants argued that the cited references do not show a display that switches 
between a collapsed and an expanded view of the representative alone and with other 
group members. 

The examiner disagrees for the following reasons: Ukai's (and therefore the 
combination's) display of the representative does explicitly switch between a collapsed 
and an expanded view of the representative alone and with other group members as 
claimed. This is clearly shown in Figures 5-7 (particularly Figure 7) of Ukai, described in 
more detail in the grounds of rejection above. Ukai's display of the representative 
defaults to a collapsed view of the representative alone (as shown in Figs. 2 & 7A), but 
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can be switched to an expanded view of the representative with other group members 
(as shown in Figs. 7B & 7C) by toggling on the 'file case knob' (114) and switched back 
to the collapsed view as well, through the methods of Figures 5-6. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. 

US 6,076,106 to Hamner et al., US 5,884,306 to Bliss et al. and US 5,784,061 to 
Moran et al. are each considered particularly pertinent to new claims 25-29. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian Goddard whose telephone number is 703-305- 
7821 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9 AM - 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 703-308-1436. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 09/812,037 



Page 13 



Art Unit: 2171 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

bdg 

25 June 2004 
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